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and straight, then not-straight may by logicians be
called a negative concept, but it is in reality quite
as positive as crooked, not-straight being crooked,
not-crooked being straight.

Now let us apply this' to finite. Finite, we are
told, comprehends everything that can be perceived
by the senses, or counted by reason. Therefore, if
we do not only form a word at random, by adding
the ordinary negative particle to finite, but try to
form a really negative concept, then that concept of
infinite would be outside the concept of finite, and
as, according to a premiss generally granted, there is
nothing known to us outside the concept of the
finite, the concept of the infinite would simply com-
prise nothing. Infinite therefore cannot be treated
simply as a negative concept. If it were no more than
that, it would be a word formed by false analogy,
and signify nothing.

Can the Finite apprehend tlie Infinite?

All the objections which we have hitherto exam-
ined proceed from friendly writers. They are amend-
ments of my own definition of religion, they do not
amount to a moving of the previous question. But
it is well known that that previous question also has
been moved. There is a large class, not only of
philosophers by profession, but of independent thinkers
in all classes of society, who look upon any attempt
at defining religion as perfectly useless, who would
not listen even to a discussion whether one religion
was false or another true, but who simply deny the
possibility of any religion whatsoever, on the ground